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Pater Samuel 


Sear Mr. Samuel: 


I r. la 13 i r> 
addressed to Ci 
Information Act 
i cur letter was 


rag arc to your letter o i 12 September IS 65, 

rector Casey, regarding your Freedom cf 
IFCIA) request concerning Wilfred Burchott. 
referred to us for direct response to you. 


i'cur request is awaiting review cf responsive CIA-originated 
documents whicn had to fce referred to other 0.3. government 
agencies because some cf the information contained in these 
document =. originated vita those agencies. Rather thai^wait fer / 
those socujcents to t-e returnee, 1 clan to send to you other ~~~ 

documents which have teen reviewed for releasaciiity ♦ You wili 
ce receiving this release in the next few weeks. You should 
understand, however, that your request will remain open until 
such time as the other agencies complete their review of the 
documents referred to them. At that time we will advise you as 
to whether tne referred documents can be released in response 
to your request. 


y Oli tot 0 C O V i ‘ 


1 1 uh you* new stcior^ss* 


Sincerely , 


Jonn h. aright 

Inf orsat ion and Privacy Coordin ate t 
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executive secretariat 

ROUTING SLIP 




ACTION 

INFO 

DATE 

INITIAL 

1 

DCI 





2 

DDCI 





3 

EXDIR 





4 

D/ICS 





5 

DDI 





6 

DDA 

X 




7 

DDO 





8 

DDS&T 





9 

Chm/NIC 





10 

GC 





11 

IG 





12 

Compt 


i 



13 

D/Pers 





14 

D/OLL 





15 

D/PAO 


X 



16 

SA/IA 





17 

AO/DCI 





18 

C/IPD/OIS 


X 



19 

D/0 IS 


X 

















r\ n r* 





suspense 24 Sep 35 


[executive becretary 

16 Sept 85 

3637 ,ICMn > Da,e 
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Mr William Casey 
Director CIA 
Langley Va 

September 12 


Dear Mr Casey 

Following the death of Wilfred Burchett in 1983, I filed a 
request under the Freedom of Information Act for the release 
of CIA documents on this man. I think information your agency 
may have collected on his relationship with various communist 
governments would be of great news interest and political 
educational value. 

My request has been treated with contempt by your Freedom 
of Information department. I did establish that my formal 
request was properly filed. Since then I have telephoned 
over twenty times enquiring about the status of the request. 
Most times I have been fobbed off with a promise to look at 
the files and call me back, and there has never been any 
call back or explanation. 

I suppose I should be suing you in the great American 
tradition of litigiousness. I'm told under the law you have 
to respond and you clearly have not as an Agency. 

I appeal to you personally to intervene. It may be of 
interest^or me to note that the Australian Government has 
now released a lot of Burchett material, as has his family. 
See my enclosed Human Events article. 



Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/03/03 : CIA-RDP87M00539R001 902900005-3 




Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/03/03 : CIA-RDP87M00539R001 902900005-3 


STAT 



Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/03/03 : CIA-RDP87M00539R001 902900005-3 



:'vt 


Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/03/03 : CIA-RDP87M00539R001 902900005-3 






"if - ;/■ *1 Vf-, : 1 i’ •' ; '( 

■ . 1 * • ‘ : • t M y. 





AC-M 


i«4 , 




(/- 


i- 


.rfA.? 

...4AN:?.& : d 

■rt't •••«•; .V V 


m 

a>' v 


y 






.. I' 






' !*- 


Saga of a Patriot 

By JOHN CHAMBERLAIN 


naincse operator in the recruitment <« the 
Hanoi line of such personalities as Jane Fonda, 

Noam Chomsky and Benjamin Spock. We do 
know (hat all three were prominent sponsors of 
’» his highly publicized and. very political 60 1 h r .*. • . When Henry Hazlitt, 

: birthday celebration. But his most important. mysell, as editors of 
■i work was with journalists. He says in his own ‘ - L call The Freeman, were trying \o[> 
memoirs that he befriended CBS reporter tors for a first issue in October 1^ 

\ Charles Colllngwood, even managing to gel /; ^tnd enough talented conscn^^l 
himself employed for awhile as a special con- flesh but a respectable table of 

.if sultant with CBS. But he did best of all wUh.*^f‘" Sokolskys and Molcys of Ihetitnel 
the New York' Times. ; . .4 a rather solemn crew. Looking fot^ 



■ me new . , i . ,i _ . , 

• :/ y > . . •> V*‘ j, ' f* •/ \ ■’*. t^L. v; splash of humor for our first issue 

r Xp;-* V-, Vj fjtit ',-: f, thoughtof Morrie Ryskind, whoi 

f f t \ : Burchett was the Vietnamese/' Communist ,)j-' agc 89 in his A - ,! ~ * «- *— *** 

* authorities’, handler pf.Westcrn newsmen with the j v 

emission of manipulating them into echoing the par-,.?.; • Kaufman': on 
.ty line; Spmc seem. to have been mighty manipul-'.VT.v^ Pu! j t2cr 

r-able!; ;..f, •; . , Sing,;* had t 

s \ ' -'V V V|> 'y -Jv iv V?' A-, A Though his r 
Tk.' nr :u<n«i nunorc in Mi»1hnornf chow (hat Buf-v' ' Marx Rrnlh; 


Kaufman on several Broadway 
Prize-win'hing mu! 


The private papers in Melbourne show that Bur-v f Marx Brothers 
• chett, in correspondence with his father and son in ^ attractions, I 
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•' tion, had officially decided to clcrf.j 

1 His son 1 speculated^ ^in a letter that Salisbury had 'this did not -mean that those wij . 

thoroughly embraced the same points as Burchett; Washington to expose a rotten sti 
and Burchett replied, .“Your suspicions were quite corned back home with open at 
correct. . .but that is not a thing to talk about. The /'.. blacklist covered, obvious Cc^... 
main thing is the result. As you said, Harrison said writers who had taken the 5th ttff*** # ... 

what I have been saying for a long time but, it is Morrie Ryskind and his anti-Coiif. :V / *jt \ ’j t 

more important that it is said in the New York - who included Ronald Reagan as 

Times." v* .. : -v*'* .• • • i . ■■ , V.. ' I?. Actors Guild, , encountered thekf'?^^' ' ' ' w ^ / 

■ ’ -if.* :• f V - • -4 •. troubles. • ; ^ * 

• • in'rrrkHiif'tinn fnr. ! M ‘ 1 Wh^rr lhi» nffirinMv nroftcrihetllr *4.** 


: Salisbury 
Burchett !s 
Tintcs Books 
Years on _ 

this Communist operative, he was an “individual 
ist,“ a “hiimanist/’.an “iconoclast,’’ one who 


could have been called a white list,|) 
never admitted. 


ist, one wno ■ never aumiuea. - 'VWv 

•believes in the underdog,” with “sympathies. f > : Sue La Follette’s hunch that 




Thomas Powers described Burchett as a man of - of the pieces were parodies of kifc ( 
“uncommoji honesly." The. Times, like ocher; , Room. Ballads,! 

^Western . newspapers, regularly ran BurcheuV .: acters.or dub.ous ethical repulalioi 
I writings; often identifying him merely as "an Ausv ^.lhe hanged Danny Deever and v 
tralian journalisl," sometimes calling him > taking the | 

. “left-wing, ,f but usually treating him as an objec- fighting man. 
live reporter and commentator. ' ‘ . • r ( ' h‘- 1 


: After- spending- time on I 
■ papers in Melbourne and reviewing 
documents, Prof. Manne writes: "To describe- 
Burchett as an objective and honest reporter. . .is 
the equivalent of calling Julius Streichcr a com- 
mentator on Gcrman-Jewish affairs." • • 

He concludes; “In giving aid and comfort to the 
enemies of his country at time of war, Burchett was • 
in the deepest sense of the word a traitor Bur- 

chett broke all ties of faith and community with his 
countrymen. " :■■■' * 


York. and in visits to California <). 
never asked him if we helped brid| ; 
between his career as a playwright^ 
and his subsequent great j 
But Morrie would have found an im 
H e never doubted that 
. Communist side. ' 

It must have pleased I 
Reagan, after his election i 
•visit him in his Beverly Hills homef*^' ‘ 


L-ai 


Human Events /^September 7 , 1935 - 


, i . i • > -.gifc.uT* /X' - .<1.?. pv<» - * 




■>:£h 

'M 


;.A' 









• - - ■ -• ^ ■ i ' r /,■*#'* vV* s l ■ •*‘V* if 

V/ ; A 

• . v> 

- ' ;V Av' 

r ' v i % • - . ;:X, *j* 

• * • . . . • ;i t -f Vi 

.... .'1 

• r .V.:i ;-vhTv 




Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/03/03 : CIA-RDP87M00539R001 902900005-3 


! 


Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2010/03/03 : CIA-RDP87M00539R001 902900005-3 

* * *■ o 

Portray CIA as a Threap KGB as Harmless 

Australian Media Poison Relations with U S. 


Australia is an ally hardly uppermost 
in American thinking, but it is never- 
theless of considerable importance to 
the United States. It is an island conti- 
nent providing a home to U.S. military 
communications facilities deemed 
indispensable to the U.S. nuclear sub- 
marine force and to other receiving sta- 
tions related to satellite early warning 
and monitoring of Soviet. systems. 

Australia has strategically important 
minerals and forms a natural fall-back 
position for U.S. basing for Pacific and 
Indian Ocean operations, should there 
be problems in the Philippines. 
Moreover, there are deep political roots 
in the U.S. -Australian relationship. . 

Both societies derive their values 
from the same philosophical pool and, 
have developed similar political insti- 
tutions. In Australia the alliance is 
. deeply anchored in the idea of America 
as defender-of-last-resort, since the 
United States is credited there with hav- 
ing. saved Australia from Japanese ocz 
cupation in 1942, when Britain was un- 
able to come to Australia’s assistance. 

Australian soldiers fought by the side 
of Americans, not only in the Pacific- 
war against Japan, . but in Korea and 
Vietnam. Australian governments, 
both conservative (called Liberal) and' 
Labor, have been generally pro-Amer- 
ican in their foreign and defense 
policies.- The current Hawke Labor 
governmenl continues a broad support 
for the Western alliance, although there 
has recently been some friction in rela- 
tions between the two countries over 
Australia's increasingly neutralist 
nuclear arms diplomacy. This is assocF 
ated with Australian Foreign Minister, 
,Bill„Hayden, sometimes more a rival 
than an ally of Prime Minister Robert 
Hawke. - ^ 

Much more disturbing to sup- 
porters of the Western alliance in 
Australia is the morechronic prob- 
lem of a steady slide In Australian 
public altitudes toward America, 
shaped in large part by a rampant- 
ly anti-American media there. 

7 This virulent media anti-American-, 
ism has many aspects. The quality of 
American life is constantly derided by a 
grotesque exaggeration of U.S. prob- 
lems such as crime, drugs, race rela- 
tions and poverty. U.S. national leader- 
ship is belittled by the caricature of 
President Reagan as a simpleminded 
old £Vacior, liable at any minute to 
plunge the world into nuclear holocaust 
by ."shooting from the hip" in the 
White House, as he once did in his hey- 
day in B-grade movies. . 

Third, there is a constant preoccu- 
pation with supposed CIA misdeeds in 
Australia, despite the lack^of any firm 

Mt. Sum net is the M ushingum 
./<•»■ Rupert Munhult \ Australian, u national 
tltiilv nt'w\fta/tnr. Hr freelances for - various 
Anmicun pmui^gtions, including Defense Week, , 
//t'.w.i.v Artvsi. », the Washington Inquirer and 
Reason ntuvazine. In Australia he was national 
political correspondent for the weekly news - 
magazine The Bulletin, a columnist there and 
pnoe to that a leader-writer at the Canberra 
Times. 


By PETER SAMUEL 



The greatest CIA - scare " In Australia followed e constitutional crisis in 1975 m which 
.<*• Labor government of Prime Minister Gough Whitlam (tell) was dismissed by the 

"CombV'fliZ"* T"T k 1! P, ' m ° flo6e " HawkB <«9ht) was plagued by the 

Combe Affair during the first fwo years of his administration 


evidence of such, and the playing down 
of Soviet KGB activities. The greatest 
CIA scare in Australia followed a con- 
stitutional crisis' in December 1975 in 
which the Labor government of 
Australia under Prime Minister Gough 
Whitlam was dismissed by the 
governor-general, Sir John Kerr. 

As national political correspondent 
for the Australian weekly news- 
magazine, The Bulletin, through the 
1970s, 1 followed the affair and its 
aftermath at close hand, and always 
thought it was fully explained as an 
event in which the governor-general 
acted alone, on his own convictions of 
his constitutional responsibilities 
(Whitlam was attempting to continue in 
government despite his inability to ob- 
tain a budget from an intransigent 
Senate). But the media gave constant 


by the government was treated by the 
Australian media as the major political 
issue for the country during much of 
the first two years, of the Hawke 
Administration, 1983 through 1984. 
The fullest account of the media treat- 
ment of the Combe affair is by Robert 
Manne, a political science professor at 
Latrobe University, . Melbourne, 
published in the October issue of the 
journal Quadrant (Australia’s Com- 
mentary magazine, available at $2.50 
perTssue, Box. C344, Clarence Street, 
P.O., Sydney 2000, Australia). 

The facts of the case were that the 
Australian Security Intelligence 
Organization (ASIO), responsible for 
counter-intelligence, advised the 
Hawke Government that a prominent 
Canberra lobbyist, David.Combe, was 
compromised by the KGB. Prime 


. ' • .. . — wmpi iMni&cu uy me ivuu. rrime 

credence to vague allegations, allusions . Minister Bob Hawke responded by 


and suggestions that the CIA was 
somehow involved in what was com? 
monly described as a “coup ,? against 
the Whitlam Government. 

These suggestions were based on the 
following skimpy facts, A senior CIA 
official in Canberra apparently rented a 
house owned by the deputy leader of 
the Australian Opposition. Fact two- 
was that the CIA in Australia was upset 


requesting his Cabinet to keep Combe 
at arm’s length, reducing his access as a 
lobbyist. 

Combe was for seven years previous 
to becoming a iobbyist, national 
secretary of the Australian Labor par- 
ty, and director of its national party of- 
fice, a position equivalent to that of 
.Frank Fahrenkopf in the Republican 
party. By dint of that close and long- 


I.. U f u- V- . T . — * uim ui inai ciose ana long- 

-mmed.aely before his dismissal about, ..standing party, relationship with 

Whit am C IIC/> r\ I thie M/’t frtr nnrt.rnn I r- * 


Whitlam’s use of this fact for partisan 
political point-scoring. Also introduced 
into the argument was The ancient 
history of the Australian governor- 
general’s involvement during World 
War II, in intelligence activities, where 
undoubtedly he developed relations 
with U.S. intelligence. 

More recently the rampant left- 
wingery of the big media in Australia 
has been evident in a sustained cam- 
paign to denigrate the Labor prime 


members of the government, he was 
before The Affair one of the Australian 
capital’s best-placed lobbyists, i 
It quickly transpired that Combe had 
a very close relationship with the senior 
KGB officer in Canberra, Valeriy 
Ivanov, and in an inquiry into theaffair 
(termed a Royal Commission) ASIO 
tape recordings of conversations be- 
tween the two clearly established that 
the lobbyist was being recruited as a 
Soviet agent. He was being cultivated as. 


. ■ c • . 7 r nc uciiik cumvaiea as 

minister for acting to isolate a senior a source of political intelligence and as 

* H n Km ra norenno .in ...Un L .. : » . 


Canhwra personality who was being 
recruited as a Soviet agent. . 

Known as "The Combe. Affair," 
after David .Combe (pronounced 
“Coom”), the Canberra lobbyist and 
Soviet agent in question, his isolation 


10 / Hvttto Events / march », iws 


an agent-of-influence, able to use his 
contacts and standing to more closely 
align Australian Labor party positions 
with Soviet policies. 

It was also clear that the Soviets saw 
great potential in Ivanov as a channel 


of influence to leading Australian jour- 
nalists. Combe was a longtime leading 
‘‘leaker’’ to journalists on Labor party 
affairs.. 

In one conversation with the KGB 
man Ivanov, Combe, said he believed 
‘‘very fervently in Soviet- Australian 
relations. *V He made trips to Moscow, 
received presents from the Russians and 
developed a close personal friendship 
with the KGB officer. Combe spoke to 
the Russians of establishing for himself 
a “liaison” role in relations between 
the Soviet Communist party (CPSU) 
and the ALP, and sought funding for 
this from ai trading company that had 
monopoly rights from the Soviets in 
handling Australian-Soviet trade. 

The Royal Commission con- 
cluded that Combe's collaboration 
with the Soviets had “serious 
implications for national securi- 
ty." It stated that Ivanov had 
received instructions from “the 
highest level” in Moscow to ask 
Combe to work for the Soviet 
Union. The KGB had in Combe an 

extremely promising target, said 
- the Commission. 

The offer of “trading” work was a 
“bah” in the recruitment process/ it 
reported, and the KGB hoped “to use 
Combe to obtain and hand over. . .in- 
formation and documents illegiti- 
mately, and in the interests of the 
Soviet Union to act, wittingly or unwil- 
lingly as an agent of influence.” 

C6mbe knew Ivanov was probably a 
KGB officer and all the same responded 
enthusiastically to Ivanov’s recruitment 
proposal. He cooperated with the 
Soviet officer’s suggestion that they 
meet “in such a way as to avoid surveil- 
lance” by the Australian security ser- 
vice. 

Thc Commission, which was headed 
by an eminent and independent-minded 
judge, knowledgable in intelligence 
matters, concluded in favor of Prime 
Minister Hawke on all major issues of 
the affair. The security organization 
had acted properly in investigating the 
affair and reporting to the prime 
minister and he in turn had acted prop- 
erly in seeking to distance his govern- 
ment from the compromised lobbyist. 

Political science Prof. Robert Manne 
in his Quadrant piece sums up the 
Australian media’s treatment of the af- 
fair: . 

“Mr. Hawke's decision to ban 
ministerial [Cabinet level, in U.S. 
terms] access to Combe on grounds of 
his dealings with the KGB triggered a 
series of Pavlovian responses 
throughout the media. 

“Outrage at what was seen as the 
McCarthyist treatment dealt out to 
Combe roused the passions of the jour- 
nalists. The Hawke-ASIO-Hope con- 
cern with national security left them 
cold. ASIO was seen to be staffed by 
‘Cold War warriors’ whose worldview 
(because it suspected the KGB was up 
to no good), was ‘conspiratorial’ and 
'paranoiac.’ 

“The KGB was given the benefit of 

207 
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doubt and of ignorance. ‘Cold War at- 
titudes' toward the Soviet Union were, 
after all, impermissible. The KGB was 
not to be seen as the police arm of a 
totalitarian state. The word ‘legitimate’ 
attached itself more naturally to the 
KGB than the word ‘sinister.’ ASIO 
words like ‘clandestine, ‘agent of in- 
fluence,’ ‘recruitment’ caused journal- 
ists to wince and snigger. . . . ” '•< 

The initial news of Prime Minister 
Hawke’s instruction to his ministers to 
keep clear of lobbyist Combe was 
reported with extravagant indignation 
by almost all Australian journalists. • 
Combe had been, in their . words, 
destroyed, pilloried, . traduced, liqui- 
dated, dynamited out of existence.' 

The supposedly conservative and up- 
market newspaper, the Sydney Morn- 
ing Herald , editorialized that Combe’s 
treatment had been “manifestly un- 
fair.” It was also a massive injustice 
and a monstrous injustice, other jour- 
nalists wrote.' On the taxpayer- 
financed, government-owned and 
Marxist-controlled Australian Broad- 
casting Commission, listeners were told 
that the KGB was just a “bureaucracy, 
made up of paper shufflers” and that 
the idea the KGB wanted to recruit 
agents-of-influence was a product. of... 
Cold War fantasy and propaganda. 

In the beginning the Hawke govern- 
ment itself said little about the affair, 
which was fueled mainly by leaks from 
Combe , himself. Combe was privately 



informed of the charges and evidence 
against him, and an attempt was made 
by the government to keep the affair 
out of the news. But Combe took the 
offensive, leaking most of the news 
himself, to help him manipulate the 
way it was presented. 

The media were at this stage intensely 
critical of the government for its 
secrecy. The government after a period 
of intense criticism and demands for 
the release of the evidence of Combe’s 
wrongdoing, responded by putting out 
recordings of his conversations with the 
* KGB officer, which was promptly de- 
nounced alt round as a gross violation 
of Combe’s right to privacy. 

^ As Manne comments, the media were 
“hostile to the government on secrecy 
grounds when ASIO’s evidence was not 
released and on civil liberties grounds 
when it was.” Journalists played the 
classic double-faced game of tossing 
the coin while declaring “Heads ! win, 
Tails you lose!” _ 

Not a single Australian jour- 
nalist penned a critical back- 
ground article or comment on the . 
KGB throughout the year-long 
Combe affair. Not a word on its 
"record of "espionage, forgery and 
disinformation, its historical role 
, in providing the Soviet regime’s 
executioners, bullyboys and tor- 
turers and its present role in pro- 
moting terrorism worldwide and, 
crushing dissent within the USSR. ... 

As Manne puls it: “In the Australian 
media the KGB apeared merely as a 
specter in the Cold War fantasies of 
ASIO.” ( • . 

The security intercepts showed that 
Combe .premised . the .Soviets, 
documents on supposed CIA activities 
in Australia and in return asked the’ 
Soviets to cooperate in providing access 
to Soviet material on the CIA to jour- 


nalists of the National Times (a pro- 
Soviet weekly newspaper published in 
Sydney). ; 

Combe assured the KGB’s Ivanov in 
one intercepted telephone call that the 
two National Times journalists. Editor 
Brian Toohey and staff writer Marian 
Wilkinson (currently Washington cor- 
respondent) ‘‘want to really nail the 
Americans” in a film they were making 
‘ on CIA., atrocities. Not a single Aus- 
tralian journalist questioned the, pro- 
priety of seeking such Soviet favors, or 
of relying on the KGB for information 
on the U.S. government. 

In coverage marked by an extra- 
ordinarily monolithic line of pro- 
Combe, anti-Hawke reportage, there 
were other glaring omissions, Manne 
records: . 

“No journalist questioned the prop- 
erty of Combe’s recommending to a 
commercial company that it gain trade 
favors in Moscow by becoming 
. involved in funding Soviet propaganda 
outfits or his own plans to work for the 
* ‘upscaling’ (harmonizing) of relations 
between the CPSU and the ALP. 

“No journalist enquired what 
authorization Combe had from the 
ALP leadership for his discussions in 
Moscow concerning the ‘upscaling’ of 
relations with the CPSU. No journalist 
noticed that Combe had. ...given [KGB 
Officer] Ivanov details of . an 
(Australian government] report made 
confidential only to keep it from Soviet 
eyes.” ' %....* ' 

Further, Manne points out that there 
was a big ignored story from the Com- 
mission that Ivanov told Combe his 
brief to approach him about so-called 
trade came not from the Soviet 
Ministry .of Foreign Trade but from 
Boris Ponomarev, head of the inter- 
national Department of the Soviet Cen- 
tral Committee, who is in charge of 
programs of penetration, influence and 


active measures against the West. To 
have drawn attention to that link might 
have messed up the little story that 
Combe and the Soviets only had inno- 
cent “trade” and “good relations” in 
mind in working with Combe. Manne 
remarks that the Australian media 
would only have thought the ASIO in- 
terest in the Combe-lvanov relation- 
ship justified if the Soviet officer had 
explicitly asked the Australian lobbyist 
to “spy’^for them. 

Manne expresses concern at the will- 
ingness of journalists “ostensibly 
reporting objectively, to campaign for 
Combe, to disguise from their publics 
what they were doing, and to strive con- 
sciously to shape public opinion on a 
question where issues oT national 
security were concerned and where the 
reputations of the prime minister and 
of ASIO, as well as the reputation of 
Combe, w^re at stake.” 

The political scientist says the media 
mistreatment of the Combe Affair can 
only be understood as the latest chapter 
in a “long, complex and bitter struggle 
in Australia over attitudes toward the 
United States and the Soviet Union.” It 
demonstrated the growing dominance 
in the Australian media of the formerly 
-fringe leftist viewof the U.S. as the ma- 
jor source of nastiness in the world: 

In the Combe affair not only the lef- 
tist “push” in the media was campaign- 
ing on the side of the Soviet agent, but 
well-known centrists and free 
marketeers. Otherwise conservative 
organs of the media joined the regular , 
mouthpieces of left-wingery to produce 
an extraordinarily harmonious sym-’ 
phony of pro-Combe and pro-Soviet 
propaganda. 

Prime Minister Hawke was Wfell justi- 
fied in his comment that he had never 
before witnessed a more glaring Case of 
unprofessionalism, bias and laziness 
from journalists. , ■ 


Blacks Should Leave Democrats’ Plantation 


In 1983 Australian Intelligence estab- 
lished that lobbyist David Combe was 
being recruited as a Soviet agent by 
the KGB, 


Blacks, the largest and most insolu- 
ble minority group in America, in 
November voted overwhelmingly 
against Ronald Reagan, the most 
popular President since Dwight D. 
Eisenhower. ■ 

What does that say about blacks, 
about black leaders, about the Repub- 
lican party and about America? 

The rejection by blacks of the party 
of Lincoln did not, of course, begin 
with Mr. Reagan. The avid and success- 
ful courting of blacks by the Democrats 
began back in 1932, when ( Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt first enunicated the 
politics of . dependency which, when 
developed to its logical conclusion 
under Lyndon Johnson, left blacks vir- 
tually wards of the federal government. 
All that was missing were the tribal 
reservations and the peace treaties/ 

In the 53 years since Roosevelt 
ushered in a new era in American 
politics, only during the Eisenhower 


A/r. Heinpstnne, editor-in-chief of the Wash- 
ington -Times, is u nurionvtlyysyndicotetl ctdnnt- 


By SMITH HEMPSTONE 

period — eight years of national som- 
nolence and golf — did blacks stray off 
the Democratic plantation in signifi- 
cant numbers. ' . 

In the seven presidential elections 
since Ike retired to his Gettysburg farm, 
the Republican candidate, no matter 
who he was or who he was running 
against, in war or peace, in boom or 
bust, polled no more than 16 per cent 
of the black vote. 

In his landslide second-term victory,. 
Mr. Reagan won the support of only 1 ! 
per cent of the blacks who bothered to 
vote (in a community of 28 million peo- 
pie, black registration for the 1 984 elec- 
tion increased two million, to 12 
million, but the black vote, with Jesse 
Jackson out of the race, did not in- 
crease significantly). . • * • . 

To a degree, black loyalty to the 
Democratic party has been a conse- 
quence of the style of Democratic presi- 
dential candidates. From Roosevelt 
through Walter Mondale, Democratic 
standard-bearers have gone out of their 
way to make it clear that they care 
about blacks and their problems (never 


mind that their policies increased black 
dependency rather than fostering self- 
reliance). While blacks always have 
been welcome in the Republican party, 
(his welcome has been pretty much on a 
lake-it-or-leave-it basis. 

In short/ by their continued 
adherence to. the Democratic par- 
ty, blacks have demonstrated con- 
. vincingly that they perceive 
themselves : as a group — as a • 
minority with interests distinct 
from those of the rest of Ameri- ». 
V cans — rather than as individuals. 
Entitlements became the name of 
the game, and whole generations 
of black leaders came to promi- 
nence with a vested interest in the 

welfare industry., • 

* . / 

Over the years. Republican Presi- 
dents from Gen. Eisenhower to Gerald 
Ford showed a pronounced preference 
for dealing with (and, to a degree, 
rewarding) these traditional black 
leaders, the charismatic . black 
preachers and Welfare barons, rather 

(Continued on page 12) 
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